The object of this investigation is not to establish the superiority of any of the routes of administration of quinine over the others, but to determine whether or not there is any difference in the concentration of quinine attained in the blood when the two more commonly used parenteral routes are employed, and incidentally
, the absorption is slower from the subcutaneous tissue than from the mucous membrane of the gastric tract' (Scott, 1907) , ' intramuscular injections are actually more slowly absorbed' (Fletcher, 1923) , and 'intravenous injections can at best save only a short time in ie attainment of maximum concentration in the blood ' (Vedder and Masen, 1931) . Again the tardier elimination of quinine in ^ ie urine when administered by the parenteral routes, than when given orally, as reported by several authors (Kliene, 1901; Giemsa and chaumann, 1907) , is taken as an indication of ie slower absorption by the former methods. MacGilchrist (1911) [Oct., 1934 c-*-v paper was that we found that the latter soaked the blood better than asbestos. 
